ated 10th July 1956. 


NIVERSITY OF TRAVANCORE. 

NOTIFICATION . 
5-1434 /56 . 

30th June 1956. 
e following amendment has been made to the Ordinances 
University: 
at the following be substituted for Chapter XX - Univer 
vious Examination of the Ordinances : 

CHAPTER XX . 
UNIVERSITY PREVIOUS EXAMINATION . 
mission to the University Previous Examination shall 
to candidates who 
a ) have passed the Secondary School Leaving Certi 

ficate Examination conducted by the Education 
Department of the Travancore- Cochin State or 
any other Examination accepted by the Syndicate 
as equivalent thereto ; 
have subsequently undergone the course of study 
in the prescribed subjects for a period of not less 
than one academic year in an institution maintain 
ed or recognised by the University ; 
will have attained the age of 14 years and 6 months 
on the 15th day of July of the year in which they 
seek admission to the course of study . 
burse shall consist of two parts : 

Part I Languages 
(a ) English 
(b ) Any one of the following languages: - 

Malayalam 

Tamil 
Indian 

Hindi 
Urdu 
Sanskrit 

Arabic 
Classical 

Syriac 
Persian 

French 
reign 

Part 11 
( a) Social Studies . 
b) General Science. 
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The scope of each subject shall be as indica 

English 
The course of study in English willbe such as to lay g 
stress on Practical English and the capacity to express 
clearly and precisely and will include the detailed stu 
certain prescribed text- books and instruction and exerci 
English Composition and General English . 

Second Language 
One of the languages indicated above may be offered 
option of the candidate according to a syllabus or text-bo 
both to be prescribed from time to time. Besides the sty 
the prescribed text-books the course shall also include a 
of the grainmar of the language and training in translatio 

Social Studies 
The course shall be such so as to enable students t 
general idea of human progress and civilization and w 
include the study of Indian History and Culture in 
Geography . 

General Science 
The course shall consist of the study of Matif 
Physics, Chemistry and Biology. 

The scope of each subject shall be indicated by a 
syllabus and / or by the prescription of text-books. 
3. Scheme of Examination 

The examination shall consist of two parts : 
Part I. (a ) English and 

(b ) Second Language. 
Part II. (a ) Social Studies and 
( b ) General Science, 

Part 1 . 

(a ) English 
There shall be two papers each of three hours du 
carrying a maximum of 100marks each .. 

Paper I. Prescribed Texts. 
Paper II. General English including Prec 

Composition , Grammar, Syntax and 

(b ) Second Language 
There shall be two papers each of three hours 
carrying a maximum of 100 marks cach, 

The First Paper shall contain questions on th 
prescribed and grammar. The Second Paper in 


" 


aper II 
aper III 
pper IV 


39 
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uages shall contain questions on original composition 
acts from non -detailed texts and translation from 
to the selected language and vice versa. In the case 
krit and other Classical and Foreign languages, the 
.d Paper shall contain questions on translation , etc., as 
ribed in syllabus. 

Part 11 . 

(a ) Social Studies 
There shall be two papers each of two hours duration and 
rrying a maximum of 100 marks each . 

Paper 1- Human Progress and Civilization . 
Paper II– Indian History and Culture (including Geo 

graphy) 

(b ) General Science 
There shall be four papers each of 11 hours duration and 
ing a maximum of 50marks each . 
aper I - General Science I 

II 
III 

IV 
bte : General Science I is Mathematics, II Physics, 

III Chemistry and IV Biology . 
Candidates for the University Previous Examination 
required to register for both the parts of the Exami 
it their first appearance . 

A candidate shall be declared to have passed the 
ity Previous Examination if he obtains: 
(i) notless than 40 % in each of the two languages in 

Part I, and 
Kui) not less than 40 % of the total marks in part II 

and not less than 35 % of the marks in each group 
of subjects viz., Social Studies and General 

Science. 
adidate may pass thewhole examination by passing in 
parts at the same or different examinations. A candi 
I be declared to have passed in any part of the 
on on his obtaining in that Part the minimum marks 
Sandidates who pass in both the parts at the same 
In and who obtain not less than 60 per cent of the 
shall be placed in the First Class; those who obtain 

per cent but not less than 50 per cent. shall be 
he Second Class and all other successful candidates 

hose who complete the Examination by passing in 
Afferent Examinationsin the Third Class. 


at 


. 


Candidates who pass the whole examination ad 
and obtain 75 per cent. or above in any of the subjec 
deemed to have passed with distinction in theparticu 

-7. No details of the marks will be made availa 
symbolic representation of the Class obtained /will be 
available to the candidates in the certificates. 
Symbol A will denote 60 percent and above of the marks. 
B will denote 50 per cent and above of the marks 

below 60 per cent. 
C will denote 40 per cent and above of the marks bu 

below 50 per cent. 
8. There shall be a moderation board of the Syndicate 
consider the results of the Examination . 

9. A candidate who has passed the University Previo 
Examination shall be permitted to appear for the Examinati 
in a new language under part I (b ) without further attenda: 
in a College. 
University Buildings, 

P.S. ABRAHAI 
Trivandrum . ci 

Registrar . 
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PART 1 


NOTIFICATION 
L2 . No. 13642 56 DD . Dated , Trivandria , 26th June 1956 

The following decisions of the Labour Appellate Tribunal 
of India in Appeal Nos . Moit. 139 , 140 und 141 of 1955 are 
hereby published for the information of all conerned 

By order ofHis Highness 
the Raj Pramukh , 

V. V. JOSEPH , 

Industries Secretary . 
In theHonourable Labour Appliate Tribunal of India,Madras 

APPEALS Nċs. "MADR, 199, 140 AND 141 55. 
Arre . No:MADR39 or 1955. 
K. S.Gangadhara Iyer and Company, Coir 
Factory , Alleppey 

-- Appellant . 

Versus 
1. A section of their workers including those 

who were on strike represented by the Tra 
vancore Coir Factory Workers Union, 

Allpey. 
2. Ancther section of their workers represented 

by the Ambalapuzha- Shertallai Coir Vyavi 
saya Thozhilali Union (Affiliated to the 

I. N T. U. C.) , Alleppey 
3. All otherWorkers of Messrs. Gangadhara 

Iyer and Company, Alleppey who are not 

members of the above said 1 and 2 Union ;-Respondents. 
APPEAL No. MADR . 140 of 1955 . 

"A section of the workers of respondent No. 1, 

represented by the Ambalapuzha-Sherta ai 
Coir Vyavasaya Thozhilali Union , Alleppey - Appellants . 

Versus 
1. Messrs.K.S.Gangadhara Iyer and Company, 

Coir l actory, Alleppey 
2. A section of the workers of RespondentNo. 1 

represented by the Travancore CoirFactory 

Worleers Union, Alleppey . 
3. All other workers of Respondent No. 1 wao 

are not meinbers of Appellant or 2nd Res . 
pondent Union 

-Respondients. 
Appeal No.MADR . 141 or 1955. 

The workmen of Messrs. K. S. Gangadhura 

Iyer and Company, Coir Factory , Alleppay 
yer rosented by the Travancore Coir Factory 

Werkers Union , Alleppey, Quilon District-- Appellants. 
G. 1983 


Versus 
1. Messrs. K. S. Gangadhara lyer and Com 

pany, Coir Factory, Alleppey 
2. The worknien of Respondent i Company 

represented by the Ambalapuzha-Shertalai 

Coir Vyavasaya Thozhilali Union , Alleppey 
3. The workmen of Respondent No. 1 Com 

pany who cre not members of either the 

Appellantor and Respondent Union -Respondents 

In the matter of Appeals against the Award of the Industrial 
Tribunal, Trivandrum , in Industrial Dispute No 16 of 1953 
made on 27th August 1955 and published in the Travancore 
Cochin State Gazette No. 37 dated 20th September 1955 , Part I. 

MADRAS, DATED THE 28TH DAY OF MAY, 1956. 
Present : -Sri P. D. Vyas 

President. 
Sri A. V.Krishna Rao 

Member 
Appearances :--Parties absent. 
State : - Travancore - Cochin . 

Industry -- Coir . 
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SUPPLEMENTARY DECISION . 
These three appeals were dismissed in the parties absence 
as above on 23-5-1956 . The appellants respectively in Appeals 
Madr. 139 of 1955 and Madr. 141 of 1955 have since arrived at a 
settlement and they have sent the same by post with a request 
that a decision may be given in terms thereof. It is also accom 
panied with an application to restore the two appeals on file . 
Wehaving granted that application , the two appeals Nos .Madr . 
139 and 141 of 1955 are restored on file ; and as desired by the 
respective appellants in the same, we make our decision in 
terms of the settlement, the inemorandum of which is annexed . 
hereto . The settlement will be binding on the parties who have 
joined in the same. In other respects the above decision stands. 
(Sd.) P. D. VYAS, 

(Sd.) A. V. KRISHNA RAO, 
28-5-1956, 

28-5-1956 , 
President 

Member 


Before the Honourable Labour Appellate Tribunal of India , 

(Madras Bench .) 
APPEALS MADRAS 139 AND 141. 
Appellants : -1. K. S. Gangadhara Iyer and Company , 

Alleppey. 
-2 . Some of their workmen represented by the 

Travancore - Cochin Coir Factory 
Workers Union, Alleppey. 
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COMPROMISE PETITION FILED BY THE APPELLANTS. 

1. The newly recruited workmen to the Vara Department 
shall be deemed to have been discharged from 25-4-1953. But 
because of additional work in the department, out of the said 
newly recruited nine workinen , four workmen namely, 

1. M. A Asia 
2. K.Mohamed Kunju 
3. K. Aboobaker 

4. M. Abdulkader 
will be allowed to continue in service from the date of opera 
tion of the award of the Appellate Tribunal. 

2. The compensation of Rs. 900 to be paid to the old workmen 
as awarded by the Lower Tribunal will stand and the amount is 
already paid to the old 9 workmen . 

3. The old workmen as well as the 4 workmen who would be 
newly recruited will continue to work in the vara department. 

4. The claim under the Lower Tribunal s award that the old 
workmen were entitled to the entire wages from the vara depart 
ment from 25-4-53 is given up by them and the management is 
not liable to pay any amount towards the same. 

5. In other respects the Lower Tribunal s award will stand. 
The parties suffer their costs. 

6. It is therefore prayed that an award be passed on the above 
terms. 
Appellants in appeal Nos. 139 and 141. 

(1) K. S.GANGADHARA IYER & COMPANY, 
L (Sd.) S. NARAYANA SWAMY, 

General Manager . 
Alleppey, 

(2) (Sd.) 
22-5-1956 . 

General Secretary, 
THE TRAVANCORE COIR FACTORY 

WORKERS UNION , ALLEPPEY. 

RECORDED. 
(Sd.) P.D. VYAS , 

(Sd .) A. V. KRISHNA RAO , 
25-5-1956 , 

25-5-1956, 
President. 

Member 
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PART I 

NOTIFICATION . 

LABOUR DEPARTMENT. 
No. L. Dis. 15287|56|DD . Dated , Trivandrum , 30th June 1956. 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey in respect 
of the dispute between Messrs. K. C.M. S , Ltd., Thiruvalla and 
their workmen represented by the Travancore Motor Workers 
Union , Thiruvalla received by Government on 20-6-1956 is here 
by published under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act 
1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of His Highness 
the Raj Pramukh , 

V. V. JOSEPH , 

Industries Secretary . 
Before the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey. 

Present 
SRI K. SHAHUL HAMEED, B. A., L. T., B. L. 

in 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 11 OF 1956 . 

Between 
THE MANAGEMENT OF MESSRS. K. C. M. S., LTD., 

THIRUVALLA . 

And 
THEIR WORKER SRI C.M.JOHN , 
REPRESENTED BY TAAVANCORE MOTOR WORKERS UNION , 

THIRUVALLA . 

AWARD 
This dispute was pending adjudication before the Industrial 
Tribunal, Trivandrum , as Industrial Dispute No. 69 of 1955. 
Since the creation of an Industrial Tribunal at Alleppey, the 
Government, by OrderNo. L. Dis. 6885/1955|DD |dated 14-4-1956 , 
recalled and referred it to this Tribunal for adjudication of the 
following issues: - 

1. Is the non -employment of C.M. John justified ? 
2. To what relief is he entitled ? 

(a ) If the non -employment is justified ; 

(b ) If the non -employment is not justified . 

In persuance to the referrence order I have registered the 
Dispute as Industrial Dispute No. 11 of 1956. Posting the case to 
2-5-1956 for parties and statements, I have issued summons 
acknowledgment due by Post on 18-4-1956 . The summons to 
Management was returned refused and the Union , in spite of 
their acceptance of summons was not present on 2-5-1956. The 
dispute was again adjourned to 16-5-1956 and notices acknowled 
ment due by Post were again ordered . Again the summons to 
Management was returned refused on 5-5-1956. The Union 
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accepted 

the summons on 3-5-1956 but neither side was repre 
sented 

Von 16-5-1956 . Therefore on 16-5-1956 the Management 
wasdeclared Exparte and notice was once again ordered to the 
Unic 

in for exparte evidence , if any, and posted the case to 
26-75-1956. The Union had accepted the last notice on 22-5-1956 : 
Ceriously enough the Union never cared to appear on 26-5-1956 

ither. Hence I had no other alternative but to declare the 
Union as well exparte . From the conduct of the parties I am led 
to believe that the parties are not at all keen in the adjudication 
of the dispute. 

In the result I find thatno dispute as defined in the Indus. 
trial Disputes Act 1947 subsists between the parties. This is my 
Award . This will come into operation from the date of publica 
tion in theGazette under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act 1947 . 
Alleppey , 

K. SHAHUL HAMEED , 
18-6-1956 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Labour Department 

NOTIFICATION . 
L. Dis. 15989 /56 /DD . Trivandrum , Dated , 1st July 1956 . 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey in respect of 
the dispute between Messrs. Electro Diesel Equipment Company, 
Boat Jetty , Alleppey and their workmen represented by the 
Commercial Employees Union , Alleppey received by Government 
on 27-6-1956 is hereby published under Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947 ) . 

By order ofHis Highness 
the Raj Pramukh , 

V. V. JOSEPH , 

Industries Secretary . 
Before the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey . 

Present : 
SRI K. SHAHUL HAMEED , B. A., L. T., B.L. 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 40 OF 1956. 

Between 
The Proprietors, Electro Diesel Equipment Company , 
Boat Jetty , Alleppey . 

And 
The workmen of the above Company represented by the 

Commercial Employees Union , Alleppey .. 
Representations : 
Mr. M. S. Ramdas, Partner, Electro 

Diesel Equipment Company, Boat For Management 

Jetty , Alleppey 
Sri Varghese Thundiyil, 
Secretary , The Commercial 

For Union 
Employees Union , Alleppey . 

AWARD 
This dispute was pending adjudication before the Industrial 
Tribunal , Trivandrum , as Industrial Dispute No. 14 of 1956 . 
Since then the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey , was constituted 
and Government by their Order L. Dis. 27304 /55/ DD . dated 
14-5-1956 re -referred the said dispute to this Tribunal for adjudi 
cation . The points of dispute between the parties as referred to 
in the annexure to the Government Order are these : 
1. Whether the non -engagement of K. Viswambharan is 

justifiable ? 
2. To what relief is he entitled in case, 

( a) the non- engagement is not justifiable ? 

(b ) the non -engagement is justifiable ? 
I have registered it as ID No. 40/56 and issued summons to 
parties on 17-5-1956 . The parties appeared on 30-5-1956 . They 
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2 
were good enough to settle their differences in Court. A memo. 
randum of settlement wasdrawn up and both parties signed it 
in mypresence . That is appended to as Annexure A . As the 
receipt evidencing payment of Rs. 50 to the workman was not 
produced before me, I adjourned the case to 16-6-1956 for 
evidence on the compromise On 16-6-1956 Mr. Ramdas, Partner 
of the Company produced the receipt for Rs. 50 signed by the 
workman Sri K. Viswambharan and attested by the Secretary, 
Cominercial Employees Union. He was examined and the 
memorandum of settlementwas marked Ext. A and the receipt 
Ext. B. 

In the result I accept the terms in the memorandum of 
settlement and answer the reference accordingly. 

This award will come into operation from the date of its 
publication in the Gazette under Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 . 
Alleppey , 

(Sd.) 
25-6-1956. 

Industrial Tribunal. 
ANNEXURE A 
BEFORE THE COURT OF THE INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL , ALLEPPEY. 

IN INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 40/56. 
Complainant : The workman of the Electro DieselEquipment 

Company, boat Jetty , Alleppey, represented by 

the Commercial Employees Union, Alleppey. 
Opposite party : The Partner, Electro Diesel Equipment Com 

pany , Alleppey . 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 
This Dispute is hereby compromised on payment of Rs. 50 
(Rupees fifty ) only , gratuitously paid by the partner, and with 
out going into the merits of the complaint. The complainant 
gives up all his claims in the matter. 

The_parties, therefore, pray that the Hon ble Tribunal be 
pleased to dispose of the matter as above. 
Dated this , the 30th day ofMay, 1956 . 
(Sd. ) 

(Sd.) 
Secretary , Commercial 

Partner, Electro Diesel 
Employees Union, Alleppey. 

Equipment Company, 

Boat Jetty , Alleppey . 

EXHIBITS . 
A. Memorandum of Settlement dated 30-3-1956. 
B. Receipt for Rs. 50 signed by Sri K. Viswambharan , 
Workman . 

WITNESS. 
MW1 Mr.M. S. Ramdas. 
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Labour Department 

NOTIFICATION . 
L. Dis. 15982 /56 /DD . Dated , Trivandrum 1st July 1956. 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum under 
Section 33 A of the Industrial Disputes Act in respect ofthe 
dispute between the Managing Director, Malabar Industrial 
Co., Ltd., Skinnerpuram Estate , Elamanoor P. O. and their 
workman Sri Mundan Thoma, Maistry , Skinnerpuram Estate , 
Elamanoor P. O received by Government on 27-6-1956 is hereby 
published under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 
(Central Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of His Highness 

the Raj Pramukh , 

V.V. JOSEPH, 

Industries Secretary . 

Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B.A., B. L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 125 OF 1955. 

Between 

SRI MUNDAN THOMA , 
Maistry, Skinnerpuram Estate, Elamanoor P. O. 

And 
THE MANAGING DIRECTOR , 
Malabar Industrial Co., Ltd., Skinnerpuram Estate, 

Elamanoor P. O. 

AWARD . 
This is a dispute arising out of a complaint from Sri Mundan 
Thoma, Maistry of the Skinnerpuram Estate under S. 33 -A of 
the Industrial Disputes Act during the pendency of the main 
dispute I. D. No. 3 of 1955 referred by Government in their 
order L. 2-13676 /54 /DD / 7-1-1955. The complaint is that during 
the pendency of I. D. No. 3 of 1955 the management kept the 
complainant out of service without the permission of the Tribu 
nal and that themanagement may be directed to reinstate him 
with back wages etc. The management has filed objection 
statement denying the allegations in the complaint. When the 
matter came up for evidence the complainant has on 30-5-1956 
filed a petition praying that he has settled his dispute amicably 
and that an award be passed without cost. That petition is 
annexed as Appendix I. Sri Mundan Thoma the complainant 
was examined and he swore to that fact, and the said petition is 
marked as Exht. A in this case . I accept the compromise 

G. 2032. 
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petition and find that there is no dispute subsisting between the 
parties. I pass an award accordingly . This award will take 
effect from the date ofpublication in the Gazette. 
Trivandrum, 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
23-5-1956. 

Industrial Tribunal. 

Appendix I. 
ബഹുമാനപ്പെട്ട തിരുവനന്തപുരം ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിയൽ ട്രിബ്യൂണൽ 
മു മ്പാകെ പ 

ഇൻഡ സ്റ്റി യൽ ഡിസ്സ് 15 : _125/55 
ഹർജിക്കാരൻ 
മുണ്ടൻ മാ മ്മം 

മലബാർ ഇൻഡ സ്റ്റിയ ൽ കമ്പിനി 
ഇളമന്നൂർ. 

"സ്പിന്നർപുര , ഇള മന്നൂർ. 
ഞാൻ ഈ ബഹുമാനപ്പെട്ട കോടതി മുമ്പാകെ 27-5_55 - ൽ 
ഒരു ഹർജി ബോധിപ്പിച്ചിട്ടുള്ളതാണു്. സെക്ഷൻ 33 A യുടെ പരി 
ധി മിലുള്ള ഹർജിയി ൽ കൂലി ബാ ക്ക . യഉള്ളതെല്ലാം എനിക്കു തരുവി 
പ്പിച്ചും,എന്നെ തിരിയെ ജോലിപീൽ എടുപ്പിക്ക ണ മെന്നും മാറ്റമാണു 
ആ ഹർജിയിലെ അപേക്ഷ . 

ഇപ്പോൾ ഞാനും കമ്പിനി മാനേജുമെൻറുമായി ഈ 
കായിപററി ചർച്ചചെയ്തുകയ്യങ്ങൾ രമ്യമായി അവസാനിപ്പിച്ചി 
ര , ക്കുന്നു " മേൽപ്രകാരം കായ്യങ്ങൾ തീ നീരിക്ക കൊണ്ട്എൻറെ ഹർജി 
രണ്ടു ഭാഗത്തേയും ചെലവു കൂടാതെ തള്ളിഉത്തരവുണ്ടാകണ മെന്നു അപേ 
ക്ഷിച്ചുകൊള്ളുന്നു. 

ഹർജിക്കാരൻ, മു ണ്ടൻതൊമ്മ (ഒപ്പു ".) 

(Sd) 
Industrial Tribunal . 
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Labour Department. 

NOTIFICATION . 
L. Dis . No. 15984/ 56 /DD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 2nd July 1956 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum in respect 
of the dispute between the management of Ashramam Tile 
Works, Ashramam , Quilon and their workmen represented by 
the Travancore Tile Workers Union , Quilon received by Gov 
ernment on 27-6-1956 is hereby published under Section 17 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 (Central Act XIV. of 1947). 

By order of His Highness 
the Raj Pramukh, 

V. V. Joseph, 

Industries Secretary . 

Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR, B.A., B.L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 40 of 1955. 

Between 
THE MANAGEMENT OF ASRAMAM TILE WORKS , 

ASRAMAN , QUILON 

Aid 
THE WORKMEN 

Represented by 
THE TRAVANCORE TILE WORKERS UNION , QUILON . 
Representations : 

1. Sri M.G.Koshy, Advocate for the employer. 
2. Sri T. K.Divakaran, President of the Travancore Tile 
Workers Union for the workmen . 

AWARD . 
Government have in their order L. 2-1456 /55/DD . dated 
12-3-1955 referred for adjudication the dispute between the 
management of Asramam Tile Works, Asramam , Quilon and the 
workmen represented by the Travancore Tile Workers Union , 
Quilon to this Tribunal. The issue to be decided according to 
the order of reference from Government is : 

" Is the refusal of employment of workers Sri Gopinathan 
and Baskaran on 23-12-1954. justifiable ? If not what reliefs 
are these workers entitled ?" 

G. 2033. 
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In this dispute both sides have filed their respective state 
ments and when evidence on either side was partially recorded 
the parties arrived at a settlement and on 11-6-1956 a compromise 
petition signed by the employer and the Union representative 
was filed in court. The relevant portion of the compromise 
petition is quoted below ; 

" As the employer Lessee of the Asramam Tile Works is 
no longer in possession of the Tile Works the employees find it . 
unnecessary to go into the merits of this dispute and have 
decided to settle the matter by giving up all claims against the 
employer on payment of Rs. 150 received today. The dispute 
may therefore be struck off the file without costs to either side." 

Worker Sri Gopinathan has sworn to the fact of the com 
promise . I accept the compromise petition and find that there 
is no dispute subsisting between the employer and the workers 
now . I pass an award accordingly . This award shall take effect 
from the date ofpublication in the Gazette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
23-6-1956. 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Labour Department. 

NOTIFICATION 
L. Dis. No. 15983/ 56 /DD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , the 30th June 1956 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum under 
Section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, in respect of the 
dispute between the management of Regal Tile Works, Chathan 
noor, Quilon and their workman ShriKrishnan Nanoo, Worker, 
A Press , Card No. 44, Regal Tile Works, Chathannoor, Quilon 
received by Government on 27-6-1956 is hereby published under 
Section 17 of the industrial Disputes Act 1947 (Central Act 
XIV of 1947) 

By order of His Highness 
the Raj Pramukh , 

V. V. JOSEPH 

Industries Secretary . 

Before 
SRI K.PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B.A-, B. L-, 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 154 OF 1955 

Between 

SRI KRISHNAN NANOO , 
Worker, A Press, Card No.44, Regal Tile Works, 

Chathannoor, Quilon . 

And 
THE MANAGEMENT OF REGAL TILE WORKS, 

Chathannoor, Quilon . 
Representation : 
1. Sri N.Muralidharan , for the Management. 
2. Sri T. K. Divakaran , for the worker. 

AWARD . 
This is a complaint preferred by one Sri Krishnan Nanoo, 
worker in the Regal Tile Works, Chathannoor, under Section 
33 - A of the Industrial Disputes Act for alleged contravention of 
Section 33 of the Act by the management of Regal Tile Works , 
Chathannoor, during the pendency of Industrial Dispute No. 58 
of 1955 in which himself and the management are parties . The 
main dispute No: 58 of 15 ) is referred by Government in their 
order L. 2-7068 /55 /DD /6-1-1955. The management has taken 
proceedings against the complainant for alleged misconduct, 
found him guilty and has prayed for permission to dismiss him 
from service while placing him under suspension as a security 
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measure under Section 33 of the Act. The petition under Sec. 
tion 33 was filed before this Tribunal on 24-4-1955. This 
complaint is dated 22nd August 1955 and was filed evidently on a 
wrong impression that the management had not sought the per 
mission of this court. When this complaint came up for 
evidence, the complainant stated in writing that the complaint 
need not be proceeded with as the same was preferred by 
mistake. Iallow the present prayer and dismiss the complaint. 
I pass the award accordingly . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
25-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Labour Department 

NOTIFICATION . 
No. L. Dis. 15985/ 56 /DD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 30th June 1956 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum in 
respect of the dispute between the Management of Be Be 
Rubber Estates Ltd., Punalur and their workmen represented 
by the Eastern Estate Workers Union , Branch , Punalur received 
by Government on 27-6-1956 is hereby published under 
Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 (Central Act 
XIV of 1947) . 

By order of 
His Highness the Raj Pramukh , 

V. V. JOSEPH , 

Industries Secretary. 

Before 
SHRI K. PUXUSHOTHAMAN NAIR, B. A. & B. L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 188 OF 1955 

Between 
THE MANAGEMENT OF BE BE RUBBER 
ESTATES LTD ., PUNALUR 

And 

THE WORKMEN 

of the Pathanapuram Rubber Factory. 
Represented by : 
THE EASTERN ESTATE WORKERS UNION , BRANCH , PUNALUR . 

AWARD 
Government have by their order L. 2-15370 / 55/DD. dated 
21-10-1955 referred the above dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication . The matters to be adjudicated by this Tribunal 
by the order of reference are: - 
1. Whether the discharge of the six workers viz. Sri 

C. Kunjukunju , T. 0. Thomas, N. Nanu Pillai, 
P. Oommen , M. Baby, and K. Lambodaran Pillai 
employed in the Pathanapuram Factory under the 
management of Be Be Rubber Estates Ltd., Punalur 

is justifiable ? 
2. To what reliefs are these workmen entitled 

(a ) if the discharge is justified ; 

(b ) if the discharge is not justified ? 
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Both the sides have filed their statements and when the 
dispute came up for evidence on 4-6-1956 a compromise petition 
was filed by both parties , in which Sri T. K. Oommen , the 
managing director of the Be Be Rubber Estate and Sri Daniel 
David , President of the Eastern Estate Workers Union have 
signed representing the management and the workmen 
respectively. It is therein stated that the dispute between the 
parties have been settled in terms of the compromise arrived at 
on 25-5-1956 and that an award in terms of the compromise 
be passed . The terms of the compromise are the following : 

" 1. The management of Be Be Rubber Estates Ltd 
Punalur agree to pay the amounts noted against the names of 
the six workmen of the Pathanapuram Rubber Factory, 
Pathanapuram in full and complete settlement of all their . 
claims. 

Rs. 
1. K. Lambodaran Pillai 

109 
2. M. Baby 

109 
3. C. Kunjukunju 

136 
4. Nanoo Pillai 

136 
5. P. Oonnooney 
6. T. O. Thomas 

82 
2. Themanagement agreed to take K. Lambodaran Pillai 
and P. Oonnooney as tappers in any of the estates of the 
company . 

3. The other four workers viz. M. Baby , C. Kunjukunju, 
Nanoo Pillai and T. O. Thomas will be taken as permanent field 
workers on a daily rate of Rs. 1-9-6 in any of the estates of the 
company. 

4. The management agreed to give preference in the order 
noted in clause 1 for employment as and when vacancies occur 
in any of the factories of the company. 

5. All the workers will be treated as new recruits under 
the Be Be Rubber Estates Ltd. 

6. These terms of settlement will take effect from 5th 
June 1956." 

Sri Daniel David , President of the Eastern Estate Workers 
Union , Punalur has sworn to this fact and the compromise 
petition is marked as Exht. A. I accept the terms of the 
compromise and pass an award accordingly . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
23-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Labour Department 

NOTIFICATION 
L.Dis. 15841/ 56 /DD. Trivandrum , Dated 2nd July 1956 . 

The awards of the Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum under 
Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 in respect of 
Industrial Disputes Nos. 236155, 237155 , 233155, 239/55, 24055 , 
24155 , 242|55, 24355 received by Government on 26-6-1956 are 
hereby published under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of His Highness 
the Raj Pramukh , 

V. V. JOSEPH 

Industries Secretary . 

Before 
SRI K , PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L , 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum : 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 236 OF 1955. 

Between 
SRI RAMASWAMY OF SANTIAGU KG. 
of Chattamannar Division , Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

And 
THE MANAGER , 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

AWARD . 
This is a complaint under Section 33 - A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government in 
their order L. 4-13203 / 55 / 7-7-1955 ) the management without 
obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal refused employ 
ment to the complainant from the first December 1955 and 
thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The management 
has filed objection statement denying the allegations in the 
complaint. When the matter came up for evidence the manage 
ment and the workers including the complainant and their 
representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise petition 
in the main dispute I. D. 119 of 1955 wherein this complainant 
and other workers who have put in complaints under Section 33A 
have agreed not to press these complaints. The relevant clause 
of the agreement (Clause 10 ) is to this effect. 

" 10. Messrs ..... Ramaswamy of Santiague Kg..... 
of Chattamannar Division ... ..who haye filed petitions 
under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (and 
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the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes No. 226 to 
243 of 1955 by the Hon . Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement. 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this complaint 
is dismissed. I pass this award accordingly . This award shall 
take effect from the date of publication in the Gazette. 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
23-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 

Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR, B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No.237 OF 1955. 

Between 
SRI AMIRTHAMONEY OF MADASAMYKG . 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

And 
THE MANAGER, 
Tallayar Estate , Tallayar. 

AWARD . 
This is a complaint under Section 33 - A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government in 
their order L. 4-13203 /55 /7-7-1955) the management with 
obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal refused em 
ployment to the complainant from the first December 1955 and 
thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The management 
has filed objection statement denying the allegations in the 
complaint. When thematter came up for evidence the manage 
ment and the workers including the complainant and their 
representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise petition in 
the main dispute I. D. 119 of 1955 wherein this complainant and 
other workers who have put in complaints under Section 33- A 
have agreed not to press these complaints. The relevant clause 
of the agreement (Clause 10 ) is to this effect. 

" 10. Messrs ...... Amirthamoney of Madasamy Kg.... 
of Chattamannar Division . 

who have filed petitions 
under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (and 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes No. 226 to 
243 of 1955 by the Hon. Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise as and there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this complaint 
is dismissed. I pass this award accordingly . This award shall 
take effect from the date of publication in the Gazette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR, 
23-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR ,B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE -NO . 238 OF 1955 . 

Between 
SRI DEVARAJ OF ESTATE GANG OF 
Chattamannar Division, Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 
THE MANAGER , 
Tallayar Estate , Tallayar. 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33- A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government in 
their order L. 4-13203/55/ 7-7-1955 ) the management without 
obtaining the express permission of the Tribunalrefused employ 
ment to the complainant from the 1st December 1955 and there 
by contravened Section 33 of the Act. The management has 
filed objection statement denying the allegations in the com 
plaint. When the matter came up for evidence the management 
and the workers including the complainant and their representa 
tives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise petition in the main 
dispute I. D. No. 119 of 1955 wherein this complainant and other 
workers who have put in complaints under Section 33 -A have 
agreed not to press these complaints. The relevant clause of 
the agreement (clause 10) is to this effect. 
" 10. Messrs 

Devaraj of Estate Gang .. 
Chaltamannar Division ...... who have filed petitions under 
Section 33 - A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (and the peti 
tionswere registered as Industrial Disputes No. 226 to 243 of 
1955 by the Honourable Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement" . 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this complaint 
is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly. This award shall 
take effect from thedate of publication in the Gazette. 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
23-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal, 


Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 239 OF 1955 

Between 
SRI MADAMUTHU OF MADASAMY KG. 
of Chattamannar Division , Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 
THE MANAGER, 
Tallayar Estate , Tallayar. 

AWARD . 
This is a complaint under Section 33- A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government in 
their order L. 4-13203 / 55 / 7-7-1955) the management without 
obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal refused em 
ployment to the complainant from the 1st December 1955 and 
thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act . The management 
has filed objection statementdenying the allegations in the com 
plaint. When the matter cameup for evidence the management 
and the workers including the complainant and their representa 
tives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise petition in the main 
dispute I. D. 119 of 1955 wherein this complainant and other 
workers who have put in complaints under Section 33 - A have 
agreed not to press these complaints . The relevant clause of 
the agreement (clause 10) is to this effect. 

" 10. Messrs.......Madamuthu of Madasamy Kg..... 
of Chattamannar Division ......who have filed petitions under 
Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (and the peti 
tions were registered as Industrial Disputes No.226 to 243 of 
1955 by the Hon. Tribunal) hereby agree not to press those 
petitions in view , of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly . This award 
shall take effect from the date of publication in the Gazette. 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
23-6-1956, 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR, B. A., D. L., 

Industriul Tribunal, Trivandrum 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 240 OF 1955 

Between 
SRI MURUGESAN OF SANTIAGU Kg. 
of Chattamannar Division , Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 

The MANAGER, 
The Tallayar Estate , Tallayar. 

AWARD . 
This is a complaint under Section 33- A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act . The complaint is that during the pendency of 
Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government in 
their order L. 4-13203 /55 /7-7-1955) the management without 
obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal refused 
employment to the complainant from the first December 1955 
and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The management 
has filed objection statement denying the allegations in the 
complaint. When the matter came up for evidence the manage 
ment and the workers including the complainant and their 
representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise petition in 
themain dispute I. D. No. 119 of 1955 wherein this complainant 
and other workers who have put in complaints under Section 
33- A have agreed not to press these complaints. The relevant 
clause of the agreement (clause 10 ) is to this effect. 

" 10. Messrs ......Murugesan of Santiagu Kg .............of 
Chattamannar Division ..........who have filed petitions under 
Section 33 - A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (and the peti 
tions were registered as Industrial Disputes No. 226 to 243 of 
1955 by the Hon: Tribunal) hereby agree not to press those 
petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is no 
subsisting dispute pending between the parties this complaint 
is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly . This award shall 
take effect from the date of publication in the Gazette. 
Trivandrum , 

K.PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
23–6–1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR, B. A., 

B.L., 
Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 241 OF 1955 

Between 
SRI RAJARATHINAM OF ESTATE GANG 
of Chattamannar Division, Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 

THE MANAGER , 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar . 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33 - A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 ( referred by Government in 
their order L.4-13203/55 / 7-7-1955) the management without 
obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal refused employ 
ment to the complainant from the first December 1955 and there . 
by contravened Section 33 of the Act. The management has 
filed objection statement denying the allegations in the com 
plaint. When the matter cameup for evidence the management 
and the workers including the complainant and their representa 
tives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise petition in the main 
dispute I. D. 119 of 1955 wherein this complainant and other 
workerswho have put in complaints under Section 33 - A have 
agreed not to press these complaints. The relevant clause of 
the agreement (clause 10) is to this effect. 

" 10. Messrs.......Rajarathinam of Estate Gang ... of 
Chattamannar Division of.....who have filed petitions under 
Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( and the 
petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes No. 226 0 
243 of 1955 by the Hon: Tribunal) hereby agree not to pres: 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept above term in the compromise and as there is no 
subsisting dispute pending between the parties this complaint i 
dismissed. I pass this award accordingly . The award shall tak 
effect from the date of publication in the Gazette. 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAII 
23-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B, A., B.L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 242/1955 

Between 
SRI PERUMAL OF SUB. ARJUNAN OF MADASAMY Kg. 
of Chattamannar Division , Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 
THE MANAGER, 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33 - A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government in 
their order L. 4-13203 / 55 /7-7-1955) the management without 
obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal refused 
employment to the complainant from the first December 1955 
and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The manage 
menthas filed objection statement denying the allegations in the 
complaint. When the matter came up for evidence the manage 
ment and the workers including the complainant and their 
representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise petition in 
the main dispute I. D. No. 119 of 1955 wherein this complainant 
and other workers who have put in complaints under Section 33 
have agreed not to press these complaints . The relevant clause 
of the agreement (clause 10 ) is to this effect . 

" 10. Messrs..........Perumal ofSub . Arjunan of Madasamy 
Kg..........of Chattamannar Division ...........who have filed 
petitions under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (and the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes 
No. 226 to 243 of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not 
to press those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this complaint 
is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly. This award shall take 
effect from the date ofpublication in the Gazette. 
Trivandrum , 

K , PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR, 
23-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal, 


Before 
SRI K. PURUSIO THAMAN NAIR, B. A., B. L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 243 of 1955 

Between 
SRI AROKIASAMY OF ESTATE GANG 
of Chattamannar Division , Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 
THE MANAGER , 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33- A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government in 
their order L.4-13203/ 55 / 7-7-1955 ) the management without 
obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal refused 
einployment to the complainant from the first December 1955 
and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The manage 
ment has filed objection statement denying the allegations in 
the complainant. When the matter came up for evidence the 
management and the workers including the complainant and 
their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119 of 1955 wherein this 
complainant and other workers who have put in complaints 
under Section 33- A have agreed not to press these complaints 
The relevant clause of the agreement(clause 10 ) is to this effect 

" 10. Messrs..........Arokiasamy of Estate Gang of Chatta. 
mannar Division ..........who have filed petitions under Sectior 
33- A of the IndustrialDisputes Act, 1947 (and the petitions were 
registered as Industrial Dispute No. 226 to 243 to 1955 by the 
(Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press those petitions ir 
view of the above settlement." 

f 1 accept the above term in the compromise and as there i: 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this complain 
is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly. This award shal 
take effect from the date ofpublication in theGazette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR 
23-6-1956 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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GOVERNMENT OF TRAVANCORE- COCHIN 

LABOUR DEPARTMENT 

NOTIFICATION 
L.Dis.15377|56|DD. Dated, Trivandrum , 2nd July 1956. 

The awards of the Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum under 
Section 33 A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 in respect of 
Industrial Dispute Nos. 226 55, 227/55 , 228 |55 , 22955, 23055, 
23155, 23255 , 233|55, 234 |55 and 235/55 received by Govern 
ment on 22-6-1956 are hereby published under Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act 1947 ( Central Act XIV of 1947 ) . 

By order of His Highness 

the Raj Pramukh, 

V. V. JOSEPH , 
Industries Secretary . 


Before 


ha 


SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 226 | 1955 

Between 

SRI PONNIAH OF RAJŲ Kg. 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 
THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33 -A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55|DD |7-7-1955 ) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter came up for evidence 
the management and the workmen ivecluding the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25 -u- 1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119|1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33 -A have agreed not to press these complaints. The 
relevant clause of the agreement ( clause 10 ) is ,to this effect: 
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" 10. Messrs. Ponniah of Raju Kg... 

.of 
Chattamannar Division 

who have filed petitions 
under S. 33 - A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (and the 
petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos. 226 to 243 
by the-Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press those petitions 
in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly .. This 
award will take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette. 


Trivandrum , 
19-6-1956 . 


K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 227 |1955 

Between 
SRI DEVANESAN OF MADASAMY Kg . 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 
THE MANAGER , 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33 -A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 ( referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55 |DD |7-7-1955 ) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter came up for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on -25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119/1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33-A have agreed not to press these complaints . The 
relevant clause of the sunement (clause 10 ) is to this effect : 

" 10. Messrs. 4. Devanesan of Madasamy Kg... 
of Chattamannar Division . 
under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( and 

..who have filed petitions 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos. 226 
to 243 of 1955-5y the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 


I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly. This 
award shall take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
19-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Before 
Sri K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 228|1955 

Between 
SRI GOVINDARAJ OF ESTATE GANG 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 

THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55|DD |7-7-1955 ) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter came up for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119/1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33- A have agreed not to press these complaints . The 
relevant clause of the agreement ( clause 10 ) is to this effect: 

" 10. Messrs . Govindaraj of Estate Gang... 
of Chattamannar Division who have filed petitions 
under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act , 1947 (and 
the petitions were regidered as Industrial Disputes Nos. 226 
to 243 of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly . This 
award shall take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
19-6-1956.. 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Before 


SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 229 OF 1955 

Between 
SRI MANICKAM OF SUB ARUJUNAN Kg . 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 

THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 


AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55|DD |7-7-1955 ) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega . 
tions in the complaint. When the matter came up for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119 |1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33 -A have agreed not to press these complaints. The 
relevant clause of the agreement (clause 10 ) is to this effect : 

" 10. Messrs. .....Manickam of Sub Arujunan Kg ..... 
of Chattamannar Division ........who have filed petitions 
under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( and 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos . 226 
to 243 of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press . 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly . This 
award shall take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
19-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Beforo 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 230 OF 1955 

Between 
SRI KRISHNAN OF MUNISAMY KG. 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 


And 


THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 


AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33- A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55|DD |7-7-1955 ) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter came up for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119| 1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33- A have agreed not to press these complaints. The 
relevant clause of the agreement (clause 10 ) is to this effect : 

" 10. Messrs... .Krishnan of Munisamy Kg... 
of Chattamannar Division ........who have filed petitions 
under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (and 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos. 226 
to 23of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
hose petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
aint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly . This 
rard shall take effect from the date of publication in the 
azette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
19-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR ) B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 231/1955 

Between 

SRI ARUJUNAN KG . 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 

THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55 DD 7-7-1955) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter came up for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119 |1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33- A have agreed not to press these complaints. The 
relevant clause of the agreement (clause 10 ) is to this effect 

" 10. Messrs..... Arujunan Kg. 
of Chattamannar Division .. ..who have filed petitions 
under Section 33 -A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( and 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos . 226 
to 243 of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed. I pass this award accordingly. This 
award will take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette 


Trivandrum , 
19-6-1956 . 


K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Before 


SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 232 OF 1955 

Between 
SRI MUTHAYYA OF SUNDERARAJ KG . 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 

THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 


AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55 |DD |7-7-1955 ) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter cameup for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119| 1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33 - A have agreed not to press these complaints . The 
relevant clause of the agreement ( clause 10 ) is to this effect : 

" 10. Messrs .........Muthiyya of Sunderaraj Kg.... 
of Chattamannar Division ........who have filed petitions 
under Section 33 -A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (and 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos . 226 
to 23 of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly. This 
award shall take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
19-6-1956 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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Before 
SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L .. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 233/1955 

Between 

SRI GOVINDAN OF JOSEPH KG . 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 

THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar. 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33- A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203 |55 |DD |7-7-1955) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter came up for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119/1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33- A of the Act have agreed not to press these com 
plaints. The relevant clause of the agreement ( clause 10 ) is 
to this effect : 
" 10. Messrs .. 

Govindan of Joseph Kg . 
of Chattamannar Division . .who have filed petitions 
under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( and 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos. 226 
to 243 of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly. This 
award shall take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette . 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 
19-6-1956. 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Before 


SRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 234|1955 

Between 
SRI CHELLAPPAN OF MUNUSAMY, KG. 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 

THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar . 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of.1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55|DD |7-7-1955 ), the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act. The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter cameup for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119/1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33 -A have agreed not to press these complaints. The 
relevant clause of the agreement (clause 10 ) is to this effect : 

" 10. Messrs ......Chellappan of Munusamy Kg. 
of Chattamannar. Division ........who have filed petitions 
under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (and 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos. 226 
to 243 of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly . This 
award shall take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette. 
Trivandrum , 

K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 

Industrial Tribunal. 
19-6-1956 . 
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Botora 
ŞRI K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , B. A., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal, Trivandrum . 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 235/1955 

Between 
SRI MUTHUSAMY OF MOOKANDY KG. 
of Chattamannar Division of Tallayar Estate, Tallayar 

And 
THE MANAGER 
Tallayar Estate, Tallayar . 

AWARD 
This is a complaint under Section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint is that during the pendency of 
the Industrial Dispute No. 119 of 1955 (referred by Government 
in their order L. 4-13203|55|DD |7-7-1955 ) the management 
without obtaining the express permission of the Tribunal. 
refused employment to the complainant from the first December 
1955 and thereby contravened Section 33 of the Act . The 
management has filed objection statement denying the allega 
tions in the complaint. When the matter came up for evidence 
the management and the workers including the complainant 
and their representatives have on 25-5-1956 filed a compromise 
petition in the main dispute I. D. 119 |1955 wherein this com 
plainant and other workers who have put in complaints under 
Section 33- A have agreed not to press these complaints . The 
relevant clause of the agreement ( clause 10 ) is to this effect: 

" 10. Messrs...... Muthusamy of Mookandy Kg ...... 
of Chattamannar Division ,.......who have filed petitions 
under Section 33- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (and 
the petitions were registered as Industrial Disputes Nos . 226 
to 243 of 1955 by the Hon : Tribunal) hereby agree not to press 
those petitions in view of the above settlement." 

I accept the above term in the compromise and as there is 
no subsisting dispute pending between the parties this com 
plaint is dismissed . I pass this award accordingly . This 
award shall take effect from the date of publication in the 
Gazette. 


Trivandrum , 
19-6-1956. 


K. PURUSHOTHAMAN NAIR , 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Gazette No. 28 dated 10th July 1956. 


PART I 


GOVERNMENT OF TRAVANCORE-COCHIN 

Housing Department 

NOTIFICATION 
HS . 4-157 /56 /Fd. D. Dated , Trivandrum , 29th June 1956 

The following amendments to the Rulesunder the Housing 
Scheme issued under Notification A. 10-6864 /52 /Fd. D., dated 
20-10-1952 are published for the information of the public . 

For the existing Rule 7 the following shall be substituted 
namely : 

" 7 ( a ) The Co-operative Societies, Municipalities, 
Industrial Concerns, and other organisations or individuals 
concerned , desiring to take up the Scheme shall execute a 
preliminary agreement with the Government agreeing to take 
over the houses when completed and to excute the final agree 
ment. The forms of preliminary agreements are given as 
Annexures A 1 and B 1. 

(b ) When the Construction of the houses is completed , 
the Co-operative Societies, Municipalities, Industrial Concerns, 
other organisations or individuals as the case may be, shall 
execute agreements in favour of the Government stipulating 
the terms and conditions of repayment of the interest free loans 
and charging the entire assets as security for the loan . The 
forms of the final agreements are given as Annexures A and B. 

2. Before Annexure A the following form shall be inserted 
as Annexure A 1. 

DRAFT AGREEMENT. 
Articles of Agreement made the.... ...day of .. 
One thousand nine hundred and fifty . ..BETWEEN His 
Highness the Raj Pramukh of the Travar.core-Cochin State 
(hereinafter called " the Government"), of the one part and 

....Co -operative Society Ltd. No..... a Co -opera 
tive Society registered under the Travancore-Cochin Co 
operative Societies Act (hereinafter called the "Society" ) of the 
other part. 

WHEREAS the Government have launched a scheme for the 
construction of houses for the homeless poor in various parts of 
the State ; 

AND WHEREAS in pursuance of such scheme Government 
propose to construct..........houses at..........Centre more 
particularly mentioned and described in the schedule here . 
under written at a total estimated cost of Rs...... 

AND WHEREAS the Government have sanctioned the said 

.......houses to the Society for being allotted among such 
poormembers of the Society as are in the opinion of the Society 
in urgent need of houses ; 
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Now THESE PRESENTS WITNESS and it is hereby mutually 
agreed as follows : 

1. The total outlay required by the Government for the 
construction of the said .......... houses shall be treated as a 
Joan advanced by the Government to the Society under the 
housing scheme. 

2. The Society shall take over the houses when completed 
after executing the final agreeinent in such form as the Govern . 
mentmay prescribe. 

3. All sums found due to the Government under /or by . 
virtue of this Agreement shall be recovered from the Society 
(or the Council Corporation ) from its assets movable and 
immovable under the provisions of the Revenue Recovery Act ) . 
for the time being in force as though they are arrears of Land 
Revenue or in any other manner as the Government may 
deem fit : 

4. In case the Society fails to take over the houses wheri 
completed or fails to execute the final agreement in the 
prescribed form , the entire expenditure incurred Ly the Govern 
ment in the construction of the houses, together with interest . 
thereon at six per cent per annum calculated from the date on 
which the construction is completed shall be paid by the 
Society to the Government. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF Shri.. 

Secretary 
to Government, on behalf of His Highness the Raj Pramukh 
and ........ ........on behalf of the Society have hereunto 
set their hands and seals the day and year first above written .. 

THE SCHEDULE ABOVE REFERRED TO 

(here enter ) 
Signed by Shri... 

(Secretary to Government) 
in the presence of Witnesses : 

1 . 

2 . 
SIGNED by Shri... 

President. 
SIGNED by Shri.... 

Secretary . 
SIGNED by Committee Members : 

1. 
2 . 
3 . 
4 . 
5 . 
6 . 

7 . 
In the presence of Witnesses : 

1 . 
2 . 
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9. Before Annexure B the following form shall be inserted 
as Annexure B 1. 

Articles ofAgreementmade the...........day of.... 
One thousand nine hundred and fifty ..... 
Highness the Raj Pramukh of the Travancore -Cochin State 

... BETWEEN His 
(hereinafter called " The Government" ) of the one part and the 
Trivandrum Corporation /Municipal Council constituted under 
the Trivandrum City Municipal Act constituted under the 
District Municipalities Act ( Travancore or Cochin ) (hereinafter 
called the Corporation Council /Industrial Concern viz .. 

.... ) of the other part : 
WHEREAS the Government have launched a scheme for the 
construction of houses for the menial employees of the Corpora 
tion /Council in various parts of the State ; 

AND WHEREAS the Corporation / Council/Industrial Concern 
have agreed to place at the disposal of the Government the 
necessary sites for the construction of the houses ; 

AND WHEREAS in pursuance of such scheine Government 
propose to construct... ..... houses within the Trivandrum 
Corporation /Municipal Council of.. ...more particularly 
mentioned and described in the Schedule hereunder written at 
a total estimated cost of Rs....... 

AND WHEREAS Government have sanctioned the said houses 
to the Trivandrum Corporation /Municipal/Industrial Concerns 
for being allotted to such of the menial employees as are, in 
the opinion of the Corporation /Council / Industrial Concern , in 
urgent need of houses ; 

Now THESE PRESENTS WITNESS and it is hereby mutually 
agreed as follows : 

1. The total outlay required by the Government for the 
construction of the houses shall be treated as a loan advanced 
by the Government to the Corporation / Council under the 
Housing Scheme. 

2. The Corporation /Municipal Council/ Industrial Concera , 
shall take over the houses when completed after executing the 
Final Agreement in such forin as the Government may 
prescribe . 

3. All sums found due to the Government under or by 
virtue of this Agreement shall be recovered from the Society 
(or the Council / Corporation ) from its assets movable and 
immovable under the provisions of the Revenue Recovery Act 
for the time being in force as though they are arrears of Land 
Revenue or in any other manner as the Government inay 
deem fit . 

4. In case the Corporation /Municipal Council / Industrial 
Concern fails to take over the houses when completed or fails 
to execute the final agreement in the prescribed form the entire 
expenditure incurred by the Government in the construction of 
houses, together with interest thereon at six per cent per annum 
calculated from the date on which the constuction is completed , 


shall be paid by the Corporation /Municipal Council/ Industrial 
Concern to the Government. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF Shri ., 

Secretary 
to Government acting for and on behalf of His Highness the 
Raj Pramukh and the ... 

Corporation / Council 
Industrial Concern ... 

..have hereunto set their hands 
and seals the day and year first above written . 

THE SCHEDULE ABOVE REFERRED TO 

(here enter ) 
Signed , sealed and delivered by Shri ...... 

Secretary to Government 
in the presence of Witnesses : 

1 . 

2 . 
Signed , sealed and delivered by Shri.. 
in the presence of Witnesses : 

1 . 
2 . 


.... 


By order of His Highness 

the Raj Pramukh, 

C. THOMAS , 
Secretary . 


Gacette No. 28 (lated 10th July 1956 . 
PARTI 

Soction i 
NOTIFICATION 
LD (b) 2-2963| 56|Law . 

Trivandrum , dated 28th June 1956 . 
The Hindu Succession Act, 1956 (30 of 1956 ) which has 
been recently passed by the Houses of Parliament and publi 
shed in the Gazette of India Extra-ordinary, Part II, Section I, 
dated the 18th June 1956 is hereby republished for general 
information . The Act as passed by the Houses of Parliament 
received the assent of President on 17-6-1956. 


By order of His Highness 

the Raj Pramukh, 
Law Department 

P. NARAYANASWAMI, 
Secretariat. 

Deputy Secretary . 
THE HINDU SUCCESSION ACT, 1956 

(30 of 1956 ) 


AN 


ACT 
to amend and codify the law relating to intestate succession 

among Hindus. 
Be it enacted . by Parliament in the Seventh Year of the 
Republic of India as follows: 

CHAPTER 1 

PRELIMINARY 
1. Short title and extent. (1 ) This Act may be called the 
Hindu Succession Act, 1956 . 

(2 ) It extends to the whole of India except the State of 
Jammu and Kashmir. 
2. Application of Act. (1) This Act applies- 

(a ) to any person , who is a Hindu by religion in any 
of its forms or developments, including a Virashaiva , a 
Lingayat or a follower of the Brahmo, Prarthana or Arya 
Samaj, 

( b ) to any person who is a Buddhist, Jaina of Sikh by 
religion , and 

(c ) to any other person who is not a Muslim , Chris 
tian, Parsi or Jew by religion , unless it is proved that 
any such person would not have been governed by the 
Hindu law or by any custom or usage as part of that law 
in respect of any of the matters dealt with herein if this 
Act had not been passed , 
G. 1994 
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Explanation . The following persons are Hindus, Bud . 
dhists, Jainas or Sikhs by religion, as the case may be: 

(a ) any child, legitimate or illegitimate, both ofwhose 
parents are Hindus, Buddhists, Jainas or Sikhs by reli 
gion ; 

(b ) -any child, legitimate or illegitimate, one of whose 
parents is a Hindu, Buddhist, Jaina or Sikh by religion 
and who is brought up as a member of the tribe, commu 

or 
nity, group or family to which such parent belongs 
belonged ; 

( c) any person who is a convert or reconvert to the 
Hiridu, Buddhist, Jaina or Sikh religion . 

(2 ) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section 
( 1) , nothing contained in this Act shall apply to the members 
of any Scheduled Tribe within the meaning of clause (25 ) of 
article 366 of the Constitution unless the Central Government, 
by notification in the Official Gazette , otherwise directs. 

(3 ) The expression " Hindu " in any portion , this Act 
shall be construed as if it included a person Whey though 
not a Hindu by religion , is , nevertheless, a person to whom 
this Act applies by virtue of the provisions contained in this 
section 

3. Definitions and interpretation . ( 1) In this Act, unless 
the context otherwise requires, 

(a ) "agnate" -- one person is said to be an " agnate" 
of another if the two are related by blood or adoption 
wholly through males ; 

(b ) " aliyasantana law " means the system of law appli 
cable to persons who , if this Act had not been passed , 
would have been governed by the Madras Aliyasantana 
Act, 1949, (Madras Act IX of 1949) or by the customary 
aliyasantana law with respect to the matters for which 
provision is made in this Act; 

(c) " cognate" -one person is said to be a " cognate" 
of another if the two are related by blood or adoption but 
not wholly through males ; 

(a ) the expressions " custom " and " usage" signify any 
rule which , having been continuously and uniformly ob 
served for a long time, has obtained the force of law 
among Hindus in any local area , tribe, community , group 
or family : 

Provided that the rule is certain and not unreasonable 
or opposed to public policy: and 

Provided further that in the case of a rule applicable only 
to a family it has not been discontinued by the family ; 

( e) " full blood " , " half blood" and " uterine blood" 

(i) two persons are said to be related to each other 
by full blood when they are descended from a common 
ancestor by the samewife, and by half blood when they 
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are descended from a common ancestor but by different 


wives ; 


(ii) two persons are said to be related to cach other 
by uterine blood when they are descended from a common 

ancestress but by different husbands; 

Explanation. In this clause " ancestor " includes the father 
and " ancestress" the mother ; 

( f) "heir " means any person , male or female, who is 
entitled to succeed to the property of an intestate under 
this Act ; 

( g ) " intestate" -a person is deemed to die intestate 
in respect of property of which he or she has not made 
a testamentary disposition capable of taking effect ; 

( h ) " marungakkattayam law " means the system of law 
applicable to persons 

(a ) who, if this Act had not been passed , would have 
been governed by the Madras Marumakkattayam Act, 
1932 (Madras Act XXII of 1933) ; the Travancore Nayar 
Act ( II of 1100 ) ; the Travancore Ezhava Act (III of 
1100 ) ; the Travancore Nanjinad Vellala Act (VI of 
1101) ; the Travancore Kshatriya Act (VII of 1108 ) : 
the Travancore Krishnanvaka Marumakkathayee Act 
(VII of 1.115 ) ; the Cochin Marumakkathayam Act 
(XXXIII of 1113 ) ; or the Cochin Nayar Act (XXIX of 
1113 ) ; with respect to the matters for which provision 
is made in this Act ; or 

( b ) who belong to any community, the members of 
which are largely domiciled in the State of Travancore 
Cochin or Madras, and who, if this Act had not been 
passed , would have been governed with respect to the 
matters for which provision is made in this Act by any 
system of inheritance in which descent is traced through 

the female line; 
but does not include the aliyasantana law ; 

( i) "nambudri law " means the system of law applicable 
to persons who, if this Act had not been passed , would 
have been governed by the Madras Nambudri Act, 1932 
(Madras Act XXI of 1933 ) ; the Cochin Nambudri Act 
(XVII of 1113 ) ; or the Travancore Malayala Brahmin 
Act (III of 1106 ) with respect to thematters for which 
provision is made in this Act ; 

( j) " related" means related by legitimate kinship : 

Provided that illegitimate children shall be deemed to be 
related to their mother and to one another, and their legitimate 
descendants shall be deemed to be related to them and to one 
another; and any word expressing relationship or denoting a 
relative shall be construed accordingly . 

(2 ) In this Act , unless the context oth a wise requires, 
words importing the masculine gender shall not be taken to 
include females. 


4. Over -riding effect of Act. (1) Save as otherwise ex 
pressly provided in this Act, 

(a ) any text, rule or interpretation of Hindu law or any 
custom or usage as part of that law in force immediately 
before the commencement of this Act shall cease to have 
effect with respect to any matter for which provision is 
made in this Act; 

( b ) any other law in force immediately before the com 
mencement of this Act.shall cease to apply to Hindus in 

so far as it is inconsistent with any of the provisions con 
tained in this Act. 

( 2 ) For the removal of doubts it is hereby declared that 
nothing contained in this Act shall be deemed to affect the 
provisions of any law for the time being in force providing for 
the prevention of fragmentation of agricultural holdings or for 
the fixation of ceilings or for the devolution of tenancy rights 
in respect of such holdings. 

CHAPTER II 
INTESTATE SUCCESSION 

General 
5. Act not to apply to certain properties. This Act shall 
not apply to 

(i) any property succession to which is regulated by the 
Indian Succession Act, 1925 ( 39 of 1925 ) , by reason of the 
provisions contained in section 21 of the Special Marriage 
Act, 1954 (43 of 1954 ) ; 

(ii) any estate which descends to a single heir by the 
terms of any covenant or agreement entered into by the 
Ruler of any Indian State with the Government of India or 
by the terms of any enactment passed before the commence 
ment of this Act; 

(iii) the Valiamma Thampuran Kovilagam Estate and 
the Palace Fund administered by the Palace Administration 
Board by reason of the powers conferred by Proclamation 
(IX of 1124) dated 29th June, 1949, promulgated by the 
Maharaja of Cochin . 
6. Devolution of interest in coparcerary property . 
a male Hindu dies after the commencement of this Act, having 

When 
at the time of his death an interest in a Mitakshara coparce 
nary property, his interest in the property shall devolve by 
survivorship upon the surviving members of the coparcenary 
and not in accordance with this Act : 

Provided that, if the deceased had left him surviving a 
female relative specified in class I of the Schedule or a male 
relative specificl in that class who claims through such female 
relative, the interest of the deceased in the Mitakshara co 
parcenary property shall devolve by testamentary or intestato 
succcasion, as the case may be, under this Act and not by sur 
vivorship 
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Explanation 1. For the purposes of this section , the in 
terest of a Hindu Mitakshara coparcener shall be deemed to be 
the share in the property that would have been allotted to him 
if a partition of the property had taken place immediately be 
fore his death , irrespective of whether he was entitled to claim 
partition or not. 

Esplanation 2.- Nothing contained in the proviso to this 
section shall be construed as enabling a person who has sepa 
rated himself from the coparcenary before the death of the 
deceased or any of his heirs to claim on intestacy a share in 
the interest referred to therein . 

7. Devolution of interest in the property of a tarroad , tava 
zhi, kutumba, kavaru or illom . ( i) When a Hindu to whom 
the marumakkattayam or nambudri law would have applier 
if this Act had not been passed dies after the commencement 
of this Act, having at the time of his or her death an interest 
in the property of a tarwad, tavazhi or illom , as the case may 
be, his or her interest in the property shall devolve by testa 
mentary or intestate succession as the case may be, under this 
Act and not according to the marumakkattayam or nambudri 
law . 

Explanation . For the purposes of this sub-section , the 
interest of a Hindu in the property of a tarwal , tavazhi or 
illom shall le deemed to be the share in the property of the 
tarwad , tavechi or illom , as the case may be, that would have 
fallen to hiri or her if a partition of that property per capita 
had been misde immediately before his or her death among all 
the members of the tarwad , tarazhi or illom , as the case may 
be, then living , whether he or she was entitled " o claim such 
partition or not under the marumakkattayam or nambudri law 
applicable to him or her, and sich share shall te deemed to 
have been allotted to him or her absolutely . 

( 2 ) When a Hindu to whom the aliyasantara law would 
have appliecl if this Act had not been passed dies after the 
commencement of this Act, having at the time of his or her 
death an undivided interest in the property of a kutumba or 
kavaru , as the case may be, his or her interest in the property 
shall devolve by testamentary o : intestate succession, as the 
case may be, under this Act and not according to the aliya 
santana law . 

Explanction . For the purposes of this sub -section, the 
interest of it Hindu in the property of a kutumba or kavaru 
shall be deerned to be the share in the property of the Icutumba 
or kavaru , as the case may be, that would have fallen to him 
or her if a partition of that property per capita tad been made 
immediately before his or her death among all the members 
of the kutunhr or kavaru , as the case may be, then living, 
whether heone was entitled to claim such partition or not 
under the ali santana law , and such share shall be deemed to 
have been aled to him or her absolutely.la 

(3 ) No :w.thstanding anything contained in sub-section 
(1 ) , when a sthanamdar dies after the commencement of this 
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Act, the sthanam property held by him , shall devolve upon 
the members of the family to which the sthanamdar belonged 
and the heirs of the sthanamdar as if the sthanam property 
had been divided per capita immediately before the death of 
the sthanamdar among himself and all the members of his 
family then living , and the shares falling to the members of 
his family and the heirs of the sthanamdar shall be held by 
them as their separate property. 

Explanation. - For the purposes of this sub-section, the 
family of a sthanamdar shall include every branch of that 
family , whether divided or undivided, the male members of 
which would have been entitled by any custom or usage to 
succeed to the position of sthanamdar if this Act had not been 
passed . 

8. General rules of succession in the case of males. The 
property of a male Hindu dying intestate shall devolve accord 
ing to the provisions of this Chapter : 

(a ) firstly, upon the heirs, being the relatives specified 
in class I of the Schedule ; 

(b ) secondly , if there is no heir of class I, then upon 
the heirs, being the relatives specified in class II of the 
Schedule ; 

( c) thirdly, if there is no heir of any of the two classes , 
then upon the agnates of the deceased ; and 

(a) lastly, if there is no agnate, then upon the cognates 
of the deceased . 
9. Order of succession among heirs in the Schedule . Among 
the heirs specified in the Schedule, those in class I shall take 
simultaneously and to the exclusion of all other heirs ; those 
in the first entry in class II shall be preferred to those in the 
second entry ; those in the second entry shall be perferred to 
those in the third entry ; and so on in succession . 

10. Distribution of propery among hers in class I of the 
Schedule. The property of an intestate shall be divided among 
the heirs in class I of the Schedule in accordance with the 
following rules: 

Rule 1.- The intestate s widow , or if there are more 
widows than one, all the widows together, shall take one 
share . 

Rule 2.- The surviving sons and laughters and the 
mother of the intestate shall each take one share. 

Rule 3.- The heirs in the branch of each pre-deceased 
son or each pre-deceased daughter o : the intestate shall 
take between them one share. 

Rule 1. – The distribution of the stare referred to in 
Rule 3 

(i) among the heirs in the branch of the pre-deceased 
son shall be so made that his widow (or widows to 
gether ) and the surviving sons and daughters get equal 
portions; and the branch of his pre-deceased sons gets 
the same portion ; 
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(ii) among the heirs in the branch of the pre-deceased 
daughter shall be so made that the surviving sons and 

daughters get equal portions. 
11. Distribution of property among heirs in class II of the 
chedule. The property of an intestate shall be divided bet 
sen the heirs specified in any one entry in class II of the Sche 
le so that they share equally . 

12. Order of succession among agnates and cognates. The 
order of succession among agnates or cognates , as the 
may be, shall be determined in accordance wit! We rules of 
preference laid down hereunder : 

Rule 1. - Of two heirs, the one who has fewer or no de 
grees of ascent is preferred . 

Rule 2.- Where the number of degrees of ascent is the 
same or none, that heir is preferred who has fewer or no . 
degrees of descent. 

Rule 3. - Where neither heir is entitled to be preferred 
to the other under Rule 1 or Rule 2 they take simulta 

neously. 
13. Computation of degrees . (1 ) For the purposes of de 
termining the order of succession among agnates or cognates, 
relationship shall be reckoned from the intestate to the heir 
in terms of degrees of ascent or degrees of descent or both , 
as the case may be. 

( 2 ) Degrees of ascent and degrees of descent shall be com 
puted inclusive of the intestate. 

( 3 ) Every generation constitutes a degree either ascend 
ing or descending . 

14. Property of a female Hindu to be her absolute pro 
perty. ( 1 ) Any property possessed by a female Hindu , whe 
ther acquired before or after the commencement of this Act, 
shall be held by her as full owner thereof and not as a limited 
owner. 

Explanation . In this sub-section , "property" includes both 
movable and immovable property acquired by a female Hindu 
by inheritance or devise, or at a partition, or in lieu of inain 
tenance or arrears of maintenance, or by gift from any person 
whether a relative or not, before, at or after her marriage, or 
by her own skill or exertion , or by purchase or by prescription , 
or in any other manner whatsoever, and also any such prr 
held by her as stridhana immediately before the commer 
of this Act. 

(2 ) Nothing contained in sub-section ( 1) shall ap 
property acquired by way of gift or under a will or 
instrument or under a decree or order of a civil cou 
an award where the terms of the gift, will ox pthc 
or the decree, order or award prescribe a restri 
such property . 
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15. General rules of succession in the case of female Hindus. 
(1) The property of a female Hindu dying intestate shali 
devolve according to the rules set out in section 16, 
(a ) firstly, upon the sons and daughters (including the 

and the 
children of any pre-deceased son or daughter ) 
husband ; 

(b ) secondly, upon the heirs of the husband; 
(c) thirdly, upon the mother and father; 
( d ) fourthly , upon the heirs of the father; and 

( e ) lastly, upon the heirs of the mother . 
(2 ) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section 
(1 ) , 

(a ) any property inherited by a female Hindu from her 
father or mother shall devolve, in the absence of any son 
or daughter of the deceased (including the children of any 
predeceased son or daughter) not upon the other heirs 
referred to in sub -section ( 1 ) in the order specified there 
in , but upon the heirs of the father ; and 

(b ) any property inherited by a female Hindu from her 
husband or from her father -in -law shall devolve, in the 
absence of any son or daughter of the deceased (including 
the children of any pre-deceased son or daughter) not upon 
the other heirs referred to in sub-section (1 ) in the order 

specified therein , but upon the heirs of the husband . 
16. Order of succession and manner of distribution among 
heirs of a female Hindu. The order of succession among the 
heirs referred to in section 15 shall be, and the distribution of 
the intestate s property among those heirs shall take place 
according to the following rules , namely : 

Rule 1.- Among the heirs specified in sub- section ( 1 ) of 
section 15 , those in one entry shall be preferred to those 
in any succeeding entry, and those included in the same 
entry shall take simultaneously . 
Rule 2.- If any son or daughter of the intestate had pre 
deceased the intestate leaving his or her own children 
alive at the time of the intestate s death , the children 
of such son or daughter shall take between them the 
share which such son or daughter would have taken if 
living at the intestate s death . 
Rule 3. - The devolution of the property of the intestate 

on the heirs referred to in clauses (b ) , ( d ) and (e ) of 

che zub-section ( 1 ) and in sub -section (2 ) of section 15 shall 
Rae 3. - The in the same order and according to the same rules 
son or each pre- would have applied if the property had been the 
take between themier s or the mother s or the husband s as the case 

Rule 1 .-- The dis be, and such person had died intestate in respect 
* Rule 3 

of immediately after the intestate s death . 
(i) among the hicul wovisions respecting persons governed by 
son shall be so magyam and aliyasantana laws. 
gether ) an- the survi 10 , 15 and 23 shall have effect in relation to 

The provisions 
portions, and the brai. 
The same portion ; 


mos 


or 


persons who would have been governed by the marumakkat 
2 tayam law, or aliyasantana law if this Act had not been 
passed as if 

( i) for sub -clauses ( c ) and ( a ) of section 8 , the follow 
ing had been substituted , namely : 

" (c ) thirdly , if there is no heir of any of the two 
classes, then upon his relatives, whether agnates 
cognates ." ; 

( ii) for clauses (a ) to ( e ) of sub-sectiôn (1 ) of sec 
tion 15 , the following had been substituted , namely : 

" (a ) firstly, upon the sons and daughters (including 
the children of any pre-deceased son or daughter ) . and 
the mother ; 

(b ) secondly, upon the father and the husband ; 
(c ) thirdly , upon the heirs of the mother ; 
(a ) fourthly, upon the heirs of the father ; and 

( e ) lastly , upon the heirs of the husband." ; 
( iii ) clause (a ) of sub-section (2 ) of section 15 had 
been omitted ; 
( iv ) section 23 had been omitted , 

General provisions relatingto succession 
18. Full blood preferred to half bood . Heirs related to 
an intestate by full blood shall be preferred to heirs related 
by half blood , if the nature of the relationship is the same in 
every other respect. 

19. Mode of succession of two or more heirs. If two or 
pore heirs succeed together to the property of an intestate, 
They shall take the property, 

(a ) save as otherwise expressly provided in this Act, 
per capita and not per stirpes; and 

(b ) as tenants-in -common and not as joint tenants . 
20. Right of child in womb. A child who was in the womb 
at the time of the death of an intestate and who is subse 
quen ly born alive shall have the same right to inherit to 
the intestate as if he or she had been born before the death 
the intestate, and the inheritance shall be deemed to vest 

ich a case with effect from the date of the death of the 
intes ute. 

21. Presumption in cases of simultaneous deaths. Where 
two persons have died in circumstances rendering it uncertai 
whether either of them , and if so which, survived the oth 
then , for all purposes affecting succession to property, 
shall be presumed , until the contrary is proved, that 
younger survived the elder. 

22. Preferential right to acquire property in certai 
( 1 ) Where, after the commencement of this Act , an 
in any immovable property of an intestate, or in ar 
carried on by him or her, whether solely or in 

G. 1994 
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with others , devolves upon two or more heirs specified in class 
fer his or her interest in the property or business, the other 
heirs shall have a preferential right to acquire the interest pro 
posed to be transferred. 

(2) The consideration for which any interest in the pro 
perty of the deceased may be transferred under this section 
be determined by the court on application being made to it i? 
this behalf, and if any person proposing to acquire the inte 
rest is not willing to acquire it for the consideration so de 
termined , such person shall be liable to pay all costs of or 
cident to the application. 

(3) If there are two or more heirs specified in class I 
of the Schedule proposing to acquire any interest under this 
section , that heir who offers the highest consideration for the 
transfer shall be preferred . 

Explanation . In this section, " court" means the court 
within the limits of whose jurisdiction the immovable pro 
perty is situate or the business is carried on , and includes any 
other court which the State Government may, by notification 
in the Official Gazette, specify in this behalf. 

23. Special provisiont respecting dwelling-houses. 
a Hindu intestate has left surviving him or her both male 
and female heirs specified in class I of the Schedule and his 
or her property includes a dwelling-house wholly occupied by 
members of his or her family, then , notwithstanding anything 
contained in this Act, the right of any such female heir to 
claim partition of the dwelling-house shall not arise until the 
male heirs choose to divide their respective shares therein ; 
but the female heir shall be entitled to a right of residence 
therein : 

Provided that where such female heir is a daughter, shey 
shall be entitled to a right of residence in the dwelling -house/ 
only if she is unmarried or has been deserted by or has sepa 
rated from her husband or is a widow . 

24. Certain widow re-marrying may not inherit as widows. 
Any heir who is related to an intestate as the widow of a 
pre-deceased son, the widow of a pre-deceased son of a pre 
oceased son or the widow of a brother shall not be entitled 
succeed to the property of the intestate as such widow , 
n the date the succession opens, she has re-married. 

Murderer disqualificd. A person who commits murder 
ts the commission of murder shall be disqualified from 
ing the property of the person murdered , 
in furtherance of the succession to w 
or abetted the commission of the n . 
ert s descendants disqualified . Where, wefore or 
mmencement of this Act, a Hindu has ceased or 


any other 

e or she 


ceases to be a Hindu by conversion to another re 
ren born to him or her after such conversion an 
cendants shall be disqualified from inheriting the 
any of their Hindu relatives, unless such children 
dants are Hindus at the time when the succession 

27. Succession when heir disqualified . If any p 
disqualified from inheriting any property under this 
shall devolve as if such person had died before the inte 

28. Disease , defect, etc., not to disqualify . No persi 
be disqualified from succeeding to any property on the 
of any disease, defect or deformity, or save as provide 
this Act , on any other ground whatsoever . 

Escheat 
29. Failure of heirs. If an intestate has left no heir qua 
fied to succeed to his or her property in accordance with th 
provisions of this Act, such property shall devolve on the 
Government ; and the Government shall take the property 
subject to all the obligations and liabilities to which an heir 
would have been subject. 

CHAPTER III 

TESTAMENTARY SUCCESSION 
30 Testamentary succession. (1 ) Any Hindu may d 
pose of by will or other testamentary disposition any proper 
which is capable of being so disposed of by him , in accorda 
with the provisions of the Indian Succession Act, 1925, 
of 1925 ) or any other law for the time being in force 
applicable to Hindus.. 

Explanation . The interest of a male Hindu in a 
kshara rcenary property or the interest of a mem ! 

-hi, itlom , kutumba or kavaru in the pa 
azhi, illom , kutumba or kavaru 
contained in this Act or in 

force , be deemed to b 

by him or 


a to 
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THE SCHEDULE 

( See section 8 ) 
HEIRS IN CLASS I AND CLASS II 

Class 1 
daughter ; widow ; mother; son of a predeceased son ; 
of a predeceased son ; son of a predeceased daughter 

of a predeceased daughter ; widow of a predeceas 
n of a predeceased son of a predeceased son ; daughter 
edeceased son of a predeceased son ; widow of a prede 
son of a predeceased son. 
pon 

Class II 
Father . 
II. ( 1) Son s daughter s son , ( 2 ) son s daughter s 
daughter, ( 3 ) brother , (4 ) sister. 

III . ( 1) Daughter s son s son, (2 ) daughter s son s 
daughter, (3) daughter s daughter s son , ( 4 ) daughter s 
laughter s daughter. 

IV . ( 1 ) Brother s son, ( 2 ) sister s son, ( 3 ) brothler s 
ughter, (4 ) sister s daughter . 

V. Father s father ; father s mother . 
VI. Father s widow ; brother s widow . 
VII. Father s brother ; father s sister. 
TII.- Mother s father ; mother s mother . 
X. Mother s brother ; mother s sister. 
xplanation . In this Schedule, references to a broti 
er do not include references to a brother or T 
blood . 


